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JTES DISTRICT COURT
\CT OF NEVADA

CASE NO.: 3:73-CV-00128-RCJ-WGC
3:73-CV-00125-C
C/A No.: 15-16488

ORDER ON MANDATE

; been before the United States Court of Appeals for

= ?eals having granted Appellants’ Motion to Dismiss

;,01 6, dismissing the appeal, and the Court being fully
iFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the mandate be spread




-

9.56T2TOSES
SYNO

Wt A gt

Qgyvmi0d 0L 37

82-0v€E60-95ST+~

ST

6¢€~

Case“ 343 GO LR RAHADNGS Cobume i #i2n FiRdG4888 (885d/1'6 Page 2 o

T

—r

-
2 2 o2 ‘
3887
o 23%c
1192230
215390
cls329m
AEERE
HEEEE:
m o < O
93334
0o >» 8
'é—' ¢S \TES DISTRICT COURT
g 3 1 ]ICT OF NEVADA
3z
z 5 ,
< CASE NO.: 3:73-CV-00128-RCJ-WGC
2 3:73-CV-00125-C
= C/A No.: 15-16488
o
ORDER ON MANDATE
2
(o] "
x :}'; ICT,
» 3 T
- N
3: '; 3 p been before the United States Court of Appeals for
=z : - ‘
33 w o ¢ peals having granted Appellants’ Motion to Dismiss
?,': 3 k¥ ‘é 2016, dismissing the appeal, and the Court being fully
'% S $EMS ¥ iFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the mandate be spread
2w ¥ }.,'as
om ) i
—|§ . WA
Z® gss v 16.
2 iz
~ % o
2 i
=4
3 RuS
Sode ¥
g2/
- 4




Case l‘%:?@s-%?/ﬁﬂ'ﬁ%lﬁ@f RIDXWFE Oesuremfdnt Bae %R AC0Br99MB Page 3 of

0
§ r
2 3 !
Jo0Xx
m = !
§ §3idc
21z55"
AL E -
a|>Z90
- §|90>>4
z2!'>9qm3
A 8 8250
380 "
; >0
F = 2
.5 ATES DISTRICT COURT
2oé ( ICT OF NEVADA
> 9o =/s.
255 %
w = x
® 5 \ CASE NO.: 3:73-CV-00128-RCJ-WGC
- 3:73-CV-00125-C
C/A No.: 15-16488
ORDER ON MANDATE
@ 7 l |
n - i
L ’5[ ; RICT,
-5 o o m j
=0 -
—om W -
——® Q .
ZE My y i
.-__»;.:g f "‘ﬂ - &  Ing been before the United States Court of Appeals for
= L4 Lot = .
:E-§ g?gg w &  \ppeals having granted Appellants’ Motion to Dismiss
b My 2
3 o -_’5_‘ @ i—j ), 2016, dismissing the appeal, and the Court being fully
£ :"‘: " # g  REFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the mandate be spread
=3 onm L o
‘E_m A2 L
o 3om 52
)y Ao En
£ °n s o3
= ® 2 &
e w2 2
TS m o s
-1 o ; '%‘
=N » o %69 '
3-? ~ 2@
- ) m e
od . ) )
0 © roda
a5

/




Case B:522:3 7801 R RRIIWGE OBYREM A WaborARLE 0B PP age 4 of 4

CLERK

DISTRICT OF NEV. 5
- 400 SOUTH VIRGINI . RO yv

*

U.S. DISTRICT COURT _—

‘rmon W. & Mary [.ce Smith
2016 Pleasant View Court
Clarkston, WA 99403
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